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foreign soil who are trying kill us, if 
the legislation provides them with the 
tools to intercept those conversations 
and prevent them from having the abil-
ity to attack the United States of 
America? 

Now, my friend from Dallas has just 
very correctly said, can we see the leg-
islation that we’re expected to vote 
upon today if this suspension rule is 
made in order that will do exactly 
what the President has said is nec-
essary to ensure the safety and the se-
curity of the American people? 

Mr. SESSIONS. I thank the gen-
tleman from California for his words. 

Mr. Speaker, this Democrat majority 
has simply not lived up to the words 
that it spoke when it became the new 
majority. And it was a campaign prom-
ise that is reiterated on a regular basis 
all through this Chamber and all the 
committees. Most disappointing among 
these is the forgotten promise that 
Democrats promised to be the most 
open, honest and ethical Congress in 
history. 

And I will now quote Speaker PELOSI 
from page 24 of A New Direction for 
America, and I quote, ‘‘Bills should 
generally come to the floor under a 
procedure that allows open, full and 
fair debate consisting of a full amend-
ment process that grants the minority 
the right to offer its alternatives, in-
cluding a substitute.’’ 

I further quote the distinguished 
chairman of the Rules Committee, 
LOUISE SLAUGHTER, on November 12, 
2006, just a week after election. She 
said, ‘‘My fellow Democrats and I have 
long felt that the Rules Committee was 
failing its major obligations. We pub-
lically argued that it was being used to 
shut down the legislative process for 
partisan purposes. But now that the 
Democrats will control the committee 
we will have a chance to change all 
that.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, they have not changed 
it. They’ve made it worse. 

We do understand right now, as we 
speak, we have a copy of the Foreign 
Intelligence Surveillance Act that evi-
dently has only now been given to the 
minority. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. At this 
time, I am very pleased to yield to my 
colleague, with whom I’ve served 7 
years on the Select Committee on In-
telligence. She was the ranking mem-
ber and is now the chairman of the 
House Permanent Select Committee on 
Intelligence. 

Before yielding to Ms. HARMAN, who 
has gone down this road for well over a 
year to get us to this point, I would 
like to say to my friend from Texas 
that perhaps it would be helpful if he 
would ask the minority members of the 
Intelligence Committee about the bill. 

Secondly, the measure that we are 
dealing with is a rule providing for sus-
pension, not consideration. 

That said, I yield 3 minutes to my 
friend from California (Ms. HARMAN). 

Ms. HARMAN. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding and commend him for his 
long service, both on the Intelligence 
and Rules Committees. 

I am now the Chair of an Intelligence 
Subcommittee of Homeland Security. 
As no one in this Chamber would miss, 
security is my passion, and I think it is 
our primary obligation as Members of 
Congress. 

I was sitting here listening to the 
discussion about where is the bill and 
why aren’t we acting on FISA? It 
seems a little disingenuous, given the 
fact that the current ranking member 
on the Intelligence Committee and 
former chairman, has an article in USA 
Today in which he says that this move 
to get the administration to put its 
surveillance program under FISA 
‘‘gives legal protections to foreign en-
emies who would do us harm.’’ 

Excuse me? FISA, the Foreign Intel-
ligence Surveillance Act passed by a 
large bipartisan majority in 1978. FISA 
was passed to assure that Americans, 
not foreigners, would have their con-
stitutional rights protected when the 
U.S. engages, as it must, in foreign in-
telligence surveillance. 

I don’t think there is anyone here, 
not that I know of, who is against for-
eign intelligence surveillance. There is 
no one in this body, I haven’t heard one 
person say that we think that when the 
U.S. engages in foreign intelligence 
surveillance, in foreign countries in-
volving communications between for-
eigners in different foreign countries, 
that FISA applies. But FISA can and 
must apply when Americans’ constitu-
tional rights are at issue, and that is 
the issue we will debate a little bit 
later. 

I want to say that it surprises me 
again that all of a sudden no one knows 
what we might be talking about. There 
have been intense negotiations, I have 
been a part of some of them, for 
months over what we might do to 
make FISA work better. In the 109th 
Congress, all nine Democrats on the In-
telligence Committee authored legisla-
tion to help FISA work better; and in 
this Congress I’m aware of both closed 
and open hearings by the Intelligence 
Committee to carefully consider these 
issues. 

So it seems to me quite surprising 
and disingenuous to hear that, for ex-
ample, the ranking member of the In-
telligence Committee doesn’t even feel 
that FISA protects Americans; he 
thinks that it coddles foreigners. 

I am happy to yield to the gentle-
woman from New Mexico. 

Mrs. WILSON of New Mexico. I thank 
the gentlelady because I have some 
confusion over here, and you may be 
able to help me. 

As I look at this, I think this is the 
bill that was rejected by the Director 
of National Intelligence 36 hours ago as 
insufficient. And it is not the bill that, 
as I understand it, was going to be ac-
cepted by the Senate this morning that 
the DNI proposed. 

Is the House offering a different bill 
than has been accepted by the Senate? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I yield the 
gentlelady an additional minute to re-
spond. 

Ms. HARMAN. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

Reclaiming my time, I don’t have a 
copy of the latest draft. It may be one 
I’ve seen, but I’m not absolutely posi-
tive. My understanding is that negotia-
tions have been going on for quite a 
long time and that the requirements of 
the DNI have been met. 

What is happening, and I think it’s a 
real tragedy for the American people, 
is that the goalposts keep moving. I 
just wonder whether the other side 
wants this to be a wedge issue or wants 
to solve the problem. 

As one Member here who has worked 
on this for years, I want to solve the 
problem; and we will attempt to do 
that under the suspension rules later 
today. 

Mr. SESSIONS. You know, Mr. 
Speaker, we talk about this genuine 
desire to solve the problem, but the 
fact of the matter is we’re about as 
close as midnight and noon in our 
thoughts and beliefs as parties for 
doing that. 

I hearken back to just a few days ago 
in the Rules Committee, where some of 
the questions from my good friends on 
the Democrat side are: Well, what 
about the constitutional rights of some 
of these people who live in other coun-
tries who are known terrorists, what 
about their constitutional rights? And 
we need to take those into account. 

Mr. Speaker, it’s amazing how we’re 
sitting here debating something that’s 
in the best interests of this country, 
and some people are more concerned 
about the terrorists’ rights than they 
are about protecting this country. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 11⁄2 minutes to 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
DREIER). 

Mr. DREIER. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I would just like to say 
that I have the highest regard for my 
California colleague (Ms. HARMAN). She 
knows that very well. We share rep-
resenting Los Angeles County here. 
And I know that she has worked very 
hard on intelligence issues. 

But I will say that I am very trou-
bled with the exchange that I just saw 
take place between my friend from Al-
buquerque here, who has worked on 
this. She talked about the fact that we 
have legislation that was just rejected 
36 hours ago by the Director of Na-
tional Intelligence, Mr. McConnell. 
And my friend from California has just 
said something to the effect that she’s 
not sure exactly what bill it is that 
we’re looking at. I’m not an expert on 
this myself. 

I would be happy to yield to my 
friend if she wants to respond at all on 
this. 

Ms. HARMAN. Well, what I meant 
was that I’m aware that there were ne-
gotiations going on with the DNI last 
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